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This is in Response to the Final Office Action issued for the referenced application on April 
9, 2002 and to a Decision on Appeal from the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences mailed on 
January 18,2005. 

In the Decision on Appeal, the Board reversed the prior art rejection formulated against all 
the pending claims. However, the Board upheld the outstanding rejections under 35 U.S.C. §102(f) 
and on the basis of obviousness-type double-patenting. 

By the present Response, Applicants submit an Affidavit under 37 C.F.R. §1 .132 of Henry 
John Hummel, Jr. Mr. Hummel, one of the co-inventors named on the present application, declares 
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in the Affidavit that he was the Project Manager on the design project that gave rise to the claimed 
invention, and that he personally oversaw selection and naming of the other co-inventors. 
Applicants submit that the Affidavit of Mr. Hummel provides the additional evidence of invention 
to address and overcome the outstanding rejection under 35 U.S.C. §102(f). 

Applicants fully intend to file an appropriate Terminal Disclaimer to overcome the 
obviousness-type double-patenting rejection. However, Applicants would request that the filing of 
such a Disclaimer be held in abeyance pending resolution of the outstanding rejection under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(f). 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: y I %lt*t>< — » 

' ' Patrick Yoder 

Reg. No. 37,479 
FLETCHER YODER 
P.O. Box 692289 
Houston, TX 77269-2289 
(281)970-4545 



